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STATEMENT OF JURISDICTION 
This Court has jurisdiction over this appeal pursuant to Utah Code Ann. § 78-2a-
3(2)(j) (cases transferred to the Court of Appeals from the Supreme Court). The Supreme 
Court's jurisdiction was based on Utah Code Ann. § 78-2-2(3)(j) (appeals from orders of 
district courts over which the Court of Appeals lacks original jurisdiction). 
ISSUES PRESENTED FOR REVIEW 
In his brief, Appellant Donald V. Greco ("Greco") sets forth seven separate issues 
presented for review in this appeal. Appellee The Willowbrook Homeowners 
Association, Inc. (the "Association") agrees that this Court may properly review the issue 
of whether the Association's summons and complaint are fatally defective. 
The Association disagrees, however, with Greco's assertion that this Court should 
review the following issues presented in his brief: (1) "Whether or not the court abused its 
discretion by awarding a default judgment against defendant, Greco when he was not 
served[.]" (2) "Whether or not the service on Mr. Reed was sufficient to render 
jurisdiction upon defendant, Greco when defendant, Greco was not served." (3) 
"Whether or not [the] court's rendering a default judgment against all parties' [sic] was 
an abuse of discretion." (4) "Whether or not the default judgment should be set aside and 
the action dismissed against defendant, Greco." (5) "Whether or not the standards as 
outlined in Lucas v. Murray City apply to public and private entities, to include the 
courts." The Association objects to these issues inasmuch as Greco has raised these 
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issues for the first time in this appeal. Greco never made a motion or otherwise objected 
to these issues at the trial court level, and he has not offered a statement of grounds for 
seeking review of these issues that were not preserved at the trial court level. Moreover, 
the Association objects to issue #5 in that Greco is improperly requesting an advisory 
opinion from this Court. 
The Association therefore submits that the following is a more accurate statement 
of the issues presented in this appeal than is the statement set forth in Greco's brief. 
1. Whether this appeal is moot in light of the Satisfaction of Judgment filed 
November 21, 2002. 
2. Whether the Association's complaint and summons complied with Rules 
3(a) and 4(c)(1) of the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure. 
3. Whether the Association's complaint and summons complied with Rule 
10(a) of the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure. 
STANDARD OF REVIEW 
This appeetl is taken from the district court's order denying Greco's motion to 
dismiss pursuant to Rule 12(b) of the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure. Therefore, whether 
the motion was properly denied is a question of law to be reviewed for correctness. See 
West v. Thomson Newspapers. 872 P.2d 999, 1004 (Utah 1994). 
2 
DETERMINATIVE PROVISIONS ON APPEAL 
If this Court determines that this appeal is not moot under Rule 37(a) of the Utah 
Rules of Appellate Procedure, this appeal will turn on whether the Association complied 
with Rules 3(a), 4(c)(1) and 10(a) of the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure. 
Rule 37(a) of the Utah Rules of Appellate Procedure states, in pertinent part: 
Suggestion ofmootness. It is the duty of each party at all times during 
the course of an appeal to inform the court of any circumstances which have 
transpired subsequent to the filing of the appeal which render moot one or 
more of the issues raised. If a party determines that one or more issues have 
been rendered moot, the party shall forthwith advise the court by filing a 
"suggestion ofmootness" in the form of a motion under Rule 23. 
Rule 3(a) of the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure provides: 
How commenced. A civil action is commenced (1) by filing a 
complaint with the court, or (2) by service of a summons together with a copy 
of the complaint in accordance with Rule 4. If the action is commenced by the 
service of a summons and a copy of the complaint, then the complaint, the 
summons and proof of service, must be filed within ten days of such service. 
If, in a case commenced under paragraph (a)(2) of this rule, the complaint, 
summons and proof of service are not filed within ten days of service, the 
action commenced shall be deemed dismissed and the court shall have no 
further jurisdiction thereof; provided, however, that the foregoing provision 
shall not change the requirement of Utah Code Ann. Section 12-1-8 (1986). 
Rule 4(c)(1) of the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure states: 
The summons shall contain the name of the court, the address of the 
court, the names of the parties to the action, and the county in which it is 
brought. It shall be directed to the defendant, state the name, address and 
telephone number of the plaintiffs attorney, if any, and otherwise the 
plaintiffs address and telephone number. It shall state the time within which 
the defendant is required to answer the complaint in writing, and shall notify 
the defendant that in case of failure to do so, judgment by default will be 
rendered against the defendant. It shall state either that the complaint is on file 
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with the court or that the complaint will be filed with the court within ten days 
of service. 
Rule 10(a) of the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure provides, in pertinent part: 
Caption; names of parties; other necessary information. All pleadings 
and other papers filed with the court shall contain a caption setting forth the 
name of the court, the title of the action, the file number, the name of the 
pleading or other paper, and the name, if known, of the judge (and 
commissioner if applicable) to whom the case is assigned. In the complaint, 
the title of the action shall include the names of all parties, but other pleadings 
and papers need only state the name of the first party on each side with an 
indication that there are other parties. 
STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
On July 18, 2002, the Association commenced this lawsuit against Greco and the 
other occupants of certain real property located at 426 East Creekside Circle, #C, Salt 
Lake County, Utah (the "Property") by filing a complaint with the district court pursuant 
to the requirements of Rule 3(a)(1) of the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure. (R. at 1-7.) 
After filing its complaint, the Association, in accordance with Rules 4(c)(1) and 
4(d)(1)(A) of the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure, served summonses and copies of its 
complaint upon Raymond G. Reed ("Reed") who, along with Greco, was an occupant of 
the Property at the time of the service. (R. at 8-10, 11-13, 75.) Greco and Reed failed to 
timely file their responsive pleadings and the district court entered default judgment 
against them on August 27, 2002 and ordered them automatically and immediately 
evicted from the Property. (R. at 28-29.) 
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After entry of the default judgment and eviction order, Greco moved the district 
court for dismissal of the Association's complaint based upon an alleged "fatally 
defective summons." (R. at 35-36, 37-48.) The district court denied Greco's motion to 
dismiss in a ruling dated October 2, 2002, (R. at 100,) and entered an order dismissing 
Greco's motion to dismiss and awarding the Association its attorneys' fees on October 
24,2002. (R. at 104-105.) 
STATEMENT OF FACTS 
The "Statement of Facts" set forth in Greco's brief contains argument and has nc^  
citations to the record. To correct these misleading aspects of Greco's brief, the 
Association submits that the following Statement of Facts more fairly and accurately 
reflects the undisputed facts that were presented to the district court. 
1. On July 18, 2002, the Association commenced the underlying lawsuit 
against Greco as the record owner of the Property by filing a complaint with the Third 
District Court of Salt Lake County, Utah. (R. at 1-7.) 
2. The Association filed the lawsuit against Greco pursuant to Rule 3(a)(1) c^ f 
the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure by filing a complaint with the district court. (R. at 1-
7.) 
3. On July 22, 2002, Greco was served with a summons and a copy of the 
Association's complaint in accordance with Rule 4(d)(1)(A) of the Utah Rules of Civil 
Procedure. (R. at 8-10, 11-13.) 
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4. The summons with which Greco was served contained the name of the 
court, the address of the court, the names of the parties to the action, and the county in 
which the lawsuit was brought. (R. at 8-10, 11-13.) 
5. The summons with which Greco was served was directed to Greco and 
stated the name, address and telephone number of the Association's attorney. (R. at 8-10, 
11-13.) 
6. The summons with which Greco was served stated the time within which 
he was required to answer the complaint in writing, and notified him that in case of 
failure to do so, judgment by default would be rendered against him. (R. at 8-10, 11-13.) 
7. The summons with which Greco was served stated that the complaint was 
on file with the district court. (R. at 8-10, 11-13.) 
8. The original complaint, which the Association filed with the district court, 
contained a caption setting forth the name of the court, the title of the action, the file 
number, the name of the pleading, and the name of the judge to whom the case was 
assigned. The complaint also included the names of all parties to the suit. (R. at 1-7.) 
9. The summons that the Association filed with the district court in this matter 
contained a caption setting forth the name of the court, the title of the action, the file 
number, the name of the pleading, and the name of the judge to whom the case was 
assigned. (R. at 8-10,11-13.) 
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10. On August 20,2002, in a matter entirely unrelated to the Association's 
lawsuit against Greco, Scott Lundberg, as trustee, issued a Notice of Trustee's Sale in 
connection with the pending foreclosure of a trust deed recorded against the Property 
because of Greco's default on a related promissory note. (A true and correct copy of thf 
Notice of Trustee's Sale is attached hereto as Exhibit A). 
11. On September 17,2002, Scott Lundberg conducted the Trustee's Sale and 
Principal Residential Mortgage, Inc. (the "Mortgage Company") purchased the Property. 
(A true and correct copy of the Trustee's Deed is attached hereto as Exhibit B). 
12. Greco failed to timely file an answer or other pleading responsive to the 
Association's complaint, and on August 27, 2002 the district court entered a default 
judgment and an order of abatement by eviction against Greco pursuant to Utah Code 
Ann. §78-38-11. (R. at 28-29.) 
13. The district court found the Association's service upon Greco tp be propeif 
by virtue of its default judgment and order of abatement by eviction. (R. at 28-29.) 
14. Greco has never filed a motion to set aside the default judgment. 
15. On September 7, 2002, Greco filed a motion to dismiss the Association's 
complaint. (R. at 35-36, 37-48.) 
16. In a ruling dated October 2, 2002, the district court denied Greco's motioii 
to dismiss the Association's complaint. (R. at 100.) 
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17. On October 24,2002, the district court entered an order denying Greco's 
motion to dismiss and awarding the Association its attorneys' fees. (R. at 104-105.) 
18. Greco filed a notice of appeal on October 31,2002 appealing the district 
court's denial of his motion to dismiss the Association's complaint. (R. at 106-114.) 
19. In or about November, 2002 the Mortgage Company, as the new owner of 
the Property, satisfied the judgment entered in the Association's favor, and the 
Association subsequently filed a Satisfaction of Judgment with the district court on 
November 21, 2002. (A true and correct copy of the Satisfaction of Judgment is attached 
hereto as Exhibit C). 
SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT 
The judgment entered against Greco in favor of the Association was satisfied by 
the Mortgage Company in November, 2002. Thus, Greco's requested relief cannot affect 
the rights of the parties and this Court should rule that this appeal is now moot. 
Additionally, this appeal is technically improper inasmuch as Greco filed a motion to 
dismiss-and not a motion to set aside the default judgment-after the district court entered 
judgment in favor of the Association. 
If this Court does not rule that this appeal is moot, it should affirm the district 
court's ruling regarding the propriety of the Association's complaint and summons. The 
district court correctly ascertained that the Association complied with Rules 3(a), 4(c)(1) 
and 10(a) of the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure. In fact, even under close scrutiny it is 
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clear that the Association commenced its action under Rule 3(a), its summons strictly 
complied with Rule 4(c)(1), and the complaint and summons it filed with the district coprt 
contained everything required by Rule 10(a). Accordingly, the district court ruled 
correctly in denying Greco's motion to dismiss, and this Court should uphold that ruling. 
Finally, Greco has raised a number of issues for the first time in this appeal. 
Because Greco did not properly preserve these issues, this Court should not review tnefli. 
Nevertheless, even if this Court reviews the issues raised for the first time in this appeaf, 
it will discover that the Association properly served Greco in accordance with Rule 
4(d)(1)(A). Moreover, this Court should not issue an advisory opinion, as Greco has 
requested. 
The Association therefore requests that this Court either dismiss this appeal as 
moot or affirm the district court's ruling in denying Greco's motion to dismiss. 
ARGUMENT 
L The Court Should Dismiss this Appeal as Moot. 
This Court should dismiss Greco's appeal because the underlying case was 
rendered moot when the Mortgage Company satisfied the judgment entered against 
Greco. Utah courts have held, "[a]s a matter of sound jurisprudential policy, courts 
refrain from adjudicating legal issues when the underlying case is moot. 'A case is 
deemed moot when the requested judicial relief cannot affect the rights of the litigants. ,M 
Matrix Funding Corp. v. Auditing Div. of Utah State Tax Comm'n, 912 P.2d 960, 961 
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(Utah 1996) (quoting Burkett v. Schwendiman. 773 P.2d 42,44 (Utah 1989)). 
Here, Greco's requested judicial relief cannot affect the rights of the litigants. 
After the Association obtained a judgment and before it did anything to execute on the 
judgment, the Property was sold at a Trustee's Sale due to Greco's default on the Trust 
Deed securing the Property in a matter entirely unrelated to the Association. The Property 
was purchased by the Mortgage Company, which was also the beneficiary of the Trust 
Deed. As the new owner of the Property, the Mortgage Company took possession of the 
Property, sold Greco's personal effects, and paid the Association the necessary amounts 
to satisfy the judgment entered against Greco. The Association subsequently filed a 
Satisfaction of Judgment with the district court. 
The Association contends that Greco mistakenly believes that the Association sold 
and/or purchased the Property at the Trustee's Sale and retained Greco's personal 
property. However, the Association had nothing to do with the sale of the Property and 
has no interest in the Property. Thus, Greco's appeal as against the Association is ill-
conceived and, more importantly, moot. 
The Utah Supreme Court has stated that "[t]he strong judicial policy against giving 
advisory opinions dictates that courts refrain from adjudicating moot questions." Merhish 
v. H. A. Folson & Assocs.. 646 P.2d 731, 732 (Utah 1982). Additionally, the Utah 
Supreme Court has held that "[generally, when a judgment creditor accepts payment and 
executes a satisfaction of judgment the controversy becomes moot and the right of appeal 
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is barred." Hollingsworth v. Farmers Ins. Co., 655 P.2d 637, 639 (Utah 1982). See also 
Jacobsen. Morrin & Robbins Constr. Co. v. St. Joseph High School Bd. of Fin. Trustees, 
794 P.2d 505, 506 (Utah Ct. App. 1990) (stating "if a judgment is voluntarily paid, which 
is accepted, and a judgment satisfied, the controversy has become moot and the right of 
appeal is waived") (quoting Jensen v. Eddv, 514 P.2d 1142,1143 (Utah 1973)). 
Therefore, according to Utah law, this case became moot on November 21, 2002, 
the date upon which the Association filed the Satisfaction of Judgment. Accordingly, this 
Court should dismiss Greco's appeal as moot. 
II. The Court Should Dismiss this Appeal Because Greco Failed to 
Timely Move to Set Aside the Judgment. 
This appeal is from the district court's order denying Greco's motion to dismiss the 
Association's complaint. Greco filed the motion to dismiss after the judgment had 
already been entered. Thus, Greco should have filed a motion to set aside the judgment 
rather than a motion to dismiss, and, therefore, this appeal is technically improper. Any 
attempt to file a motion to set aside the judgment at this juncture would be untimely under 
Rule 60(b). Accordingly, this Court should dismiss this appeal because it is technically 
improper. 
III. Even if this Court does not Rule that this Appeal is Moot the Court 
Should Affirm the District Court's Ruling Regarding the Propriety 
of the Association's Complaint and Summons. 
Greco contends that the Association's complaint and summons are "fatally 
defective." However, as will be described hereafter, the district court correctly ruled that 
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the Association complied with all applicable rules of civil procedure, and Greco has 
provided this Court no sufficient basis to overturn the district court. 
A, The Association Filed its Complaint Under Rule 3(a)(1) of 
the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure, and it Strictly Complied 
with the Requirements of Rule 4(c)(1) of the Utah Rules of 
Civil Procedure. 
The Association commenced this lawsuit against Greco on July 18, 2002 by filing 
a complaint, required cover sheet and filing fee with the district court. The complaint was 
filed pursuant to Rule 3(a)(1) of the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure in that it was a civil 
action commenced "by filing a complaint with the court[.]" 
Because the Association filed its complaint under Rule 3(a)(1), Rule 4(c)(1) of the 
Utah Rules of Civil Procedure governs the contents of the summons that the Association 
served upon Greco, and Rule 4(d)(1)(A) governs the method of service. The Association 
strictly complied with Rule 4(c)(1) in that the summons with which Greco was served 
contains the name of the court, the address of the court, the names of the parties to the 
action, and the county in which the lawsuit was brought. Additionally, the summons was 
directed to Greco and stated the name, address and telephone number of the Association's 
attorney. Finally, the summons with which Greco was served stated the time within 
which he was required to answer the complaint in writing, notified him that in case of 
failure to do so judgment by default would be rendered against him, and stated that the 
complaint was on file with the court. This is all the information required by Rule 4(c)(1), 
and the summons served upon Greco did, in fact, contain all of this information in 
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accordance with the rule. 
Nowhere in this rule is the Association required, as Greco contends, to include the 
case number and judge's name on the summons with which Greco was served. The 
summons with which Greco was served clearly fulfills each and every requirement of 
Rule 4(c)(1), and it clearly indicates that the complaint was already on file with the 
district court. 
Greco contends that the Association filed its complaint under Rule 3(a)(2) and is 
subject to the requirements of Rule 4(c)(2), not Rule 4(c)(1). In support of his argument, 
Greco cites to the case of Wasatch Livestock Loan Co. v. Uintah County, 46 P.2d 399 
(Utah 1935). In that case, the summons did not state that the complaint had been filed nor 
that it would be filed within ten days after service, and the court found the service to be 
defective. Here, the summons was subject to the requirements of Rule 4(c)(1), not 4(c)(2) 
as was the case in Wasatch Livestock Loan Co., therefore, that case does not apply here. 
Additionally, the summons with which Greco was served clearly stated that the 
Association's complaint was already on file with the district court. Greco also cites to 
Locke v. Peterson, 285 P.2d 1111 (Utah 1955). In that case, the summons "did not state 
whether the complaint had already been filed with the clerk of the court or whether such 
filing was to be made in the future." Again, that is clearly not the case here. 
In his brief, Greco also contends that the district court did not have jurisdiction 
over him because he was not served. This appeal is the first time Greco has raised this 
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particular issue. Accordingly, this issue has not been properly preserved and the Court 
should not consider it. Nevertheless, even if the Court does consider this issue, the 
Association fully complied with Rule 4(d)(1)(A) in serving Greco. The Association did 
leave a copy of the summons and the complaint at Greco's dwelling house with a person 
of suitable age and discretion there residing. Greco misunderstands the process of 
effectuating service upon an individual. 
Greco now contends that Reed did not reside at the Property, but Greco did not 
raise this issue at the trial court level. Furthermore the district court found that the 
Association properly effectuated service upon Greco by leaving a copy of the summons 
and the complaint with Reed at the Property. Therefore, the district court correctly found 
service upon Greco to be proper under Rule 4(d)(1)(A) of the Utah Rules of Civil 
Procedure, and this Court should affirm. 
B. The Association's Complaint and Summons Fully Complied 
with Rule 10(a) of the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure. 
Greco also argues that the complaint and summons are flawed because they do not 
comport with Rule 10(a) of the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure, which provides, in 
pertinent part: 
Caption; names of parties; other necessary information. All pleadings and 
other papers filed with the court shall contain a caption setting forth the name of the 
court, the title of the action, the file number, the name of the pleading or other paper, 
and the name, if known, of the judge (and commissioner if applicable) to whom the 
case is assigned. In the complaint, the title of the action shall include the names of 
all the parties, but other pleadings and papers need only state the name of the first 
party on each side with an indication that there are other parties. 
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(Emphasis added). Rule 10(a), by its own explicit language, applies to "all pleadings and 
other papers filed with the court[.]" Rule 10(a) does not apply to the summons that was 
served upon Greco or the copy of the complaint that was served upon Greco because 
these documents were not filed with the district court. However, the complaint and the 
summons that the Association did file with the district court did contain a caption setting 
forth the name of the court, the title of the action, the file number, the name of the 
pleading, and the name of the judge to whom the case was assigned. Additionally, the 
complaint contained the title of the action the names of all of the parties to the lawsuit. 
Unfortunately, Greco has failed to understand the distinction between the documents filed 
with the district court and the documents that were served upon him. In any event, the 
Association complied with the requirements of Rule 10(a). Ultimately, the Association 
did fully advise Greco in the summons as to what was required of him. In fact, a review 
of the summons shows that it could not have been more explicit as to what was required 
of Greco. 
IV. Greco's Due Process Rights Have Not Been Violated. 
Finally, in the Conclusion of his brief, Greco argues that his due process rights 
have been violated because the summons and complaint did not contain the case number 
and name of the judge to whom the case was assigned. However, Greco's due process 
rights have not been violated because, as more fully discussed above, the Association 
fully complied with each and every procedural rule governing the contents of the 
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summons and complaint. Accordingly, this Court should affirm the district court. 
V. The Court Should Award the Association its Attorneys' Fees and 
Costs Incurred in this Appeal. 
Rule 33(a) of the Utah Rules of Appellate Procedure provides for an award of 
costs and attorneys' fees to the prevailing party where the appeal taken "is either frivolous 
or for delay[.]" Under Rule 33(b), a "frivolous appeal" is defined as "one that is not 
grounded in fact, nor warranted by existing law, or not based on good faith argument to 
extend, modify, or reverse existing law." In light of the Satisfaction of Judgment having 
been filed, Greco's appeal is clearly one having no reasonable legal or factual basis. The 
Association's counsel has attempted to explain to Greco that the judgment has been 
satisfied and that the Association neither purchased nor sold the Property. Nevertheless, 
Greco has remained intent on pursuing this appeal. As a result, the Association has 
incurred substantial attorneys' fees in defending this appeal. Justice would not be served 
if the Association was not awarded its reasonable attorneys' fees incurred in this appeal 
where the underlying case is obviously moot. Accordingly, the Association requests that 
the Court award it its attorneys' fees incurred in defending this frivolous appeal in an 
amount to be determined at a later date by affidavit. 
CONCLUSION 
The Association requests that this Court either dismiss this appeal as moot or 
affirm the district court's ruling in denying Greco's motion to dismiss the Association's 
complaint. Additionally, the Association requests that the Court award the Association its 
16 
attorneys' fees incurred in this appeal. 
DATED this 26th day of February, 2004. 
BENNETT TUELLER JOHNSON & DEERE 
,7£>. 7 S ^ % U ^ : 
Ryan B/Braithwaite 
Attorney for Plaintiff and Appellee The 
Willowbrook Homeowners Association, Inc. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 26th day of February, 2004,1 served, via U.S. Mail, a 
true and correct copy of the foregoing BRIEF OF APPELLEE THE 
WILLOWBROOK HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, INC. upon the following: 
Donald V. Greco 
Pro Se Defendant/Appellant 
2278 South Brentwood Circle 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84109 
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NOTICE OF TRUSTEE'S SALE 
The following described property will be sold at public auction to the highest bidder, payable in 
lawful money of the United States, at the Main Entrance, Scott ML Matheson Courthouse, 450 South State 
Street, Salt Lake City, Utah, on September 17, 2002, at 10:15 a.m. of said day, for the purpose of 
foreclosing a trust deed originally executed on October 25, 2001 by Donald Vincent Greco, as trustor, in 
favor of Mortgage Electronic Registration Systems, Inc., covering the following real property purported to 
be located in Salt Lake County at 426 East Creekside Circle #C, Murray, UT 84107 (the undersigned 
disclaims liability for any error in the address), and more particularly described as: 
Unit 426-C, in Building F, contained within the WBLLOWBROOK CONDOMINIUM, a 
Utah Condominium project as identified in the Record of Survey Map recorded June 15, 
1979, as Entry No. 3295322, in Book 79-6, at Page 222 of Plats, (as said Record of Survey 
Map may have been amended and/or supplemented) and as further defined and described in 
the Declaration of Condominium of the WILLOWBROOK CONDOMINIUM, recorded 
June 15, 1979, as Entry No. 3295323, in Book 4882, at Page 1232 (as said Declaration may 
have been amended and/or supplemented) in the office of the Recorder of Salt Lake 
County, Utah. 
Together with the appurtenant undivided interest in and to the common areas and facilities 
more particularly described in said Declaration and any amendments and/or supplements 
thereto. 
Together with all the improvements now or hereafter erected on the property, and all easements, 
appurtenances, and fixtures now or hereafter a part of the property. 
The current beneficiary of the trust deed is Principal Residential Mortgage, Inc. and the record 
owner of the property as of the recording of the notice of default is Donald Vincent Greco. 
Bidders must tender to the trustee a $5,000.00 deposit at the sale and the balance of the purchase 
price by 12:00 noon the day following the sale. Both the deposit and the balance must be in the form of a 
wire transfer, cashier's check or certified funds payable to Lundberg & Associates. Cash payments are not 
accepted. A trustee's deed will be delivered to the successful bidder within three business days after receipt 
of the amount bid. 
DATED: August 20,2002. 
re, Trustee Scott Lundbe g \J 
3269 South Main, #100 
Salt Lake City, UT 84115 
(801) 263-3400 
Office Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m. 
L&A Case No. 28630 
TeamE/MME 
TfflS COMMUNICATION IS AN ATTEMPT TO COLLECT A DEBT, AND ANY 
INFORMATION OBTAINED WELL BE USED FOR THAT PURPOSE. 
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Principal Residential Mortgage, Inc. 
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Des Moines, IA 50392 
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TRUSTEE'S DEED 
This Deed is made by Scott Lundberg, as trustee under the trust deed described below, in 
favor of Principal Residential Mortgage, Inc., 711 High Street, Des Moines, IA 50392, as grantee. 
WHEREAS, on October 25, 2001, Donald Vincent Greco, as trustor, executed and 
delivered to Guardian Title, as trustee, for the benefit of Mortgage Electronic Registration Systems, 
Inc., as beneficiary, a trust deed to secure the performance by the trustor of his obligations under a 
promissory note executed and delivered for a valid consideration to Mortgage Electronic 
Registration Systems, Inc. on or about October 25, 2001. The trust deed was filed for record 
October 30, 2001, with recorder's entry No. 8045174, Salt Lake County, Utah, and covered the 
property described below; and 
WHEREAS, a default occurred under the terms of the trust deed as set forth in the notice of 
default described below; and 
WHEREAS, Scott Lundberg was appointed by the beneficiary as trustee by a substitution of 
trustee filed for record May 20, 2002, with recorder's entry No. 8238202, Salt Lake County, Utah; 
and 
WHEREAS, Scott Lundberg executed and filed for record a written notice of default and 
election to sell May 20,2002, with recorder's entry No. 8238203, Salt Lake County, Utah; and 
WHEREAS, the trustee executed a notice of trustee's sale stating that he would sell the 
property described therein at public auction to the highest bidder, fixing the date and time of the 
sale as September 17, 2002, at 10:15 a.m. of said day, and did cause copies of the notice to be 
posted for not less than 20 days before the date of sale, as required by statute; and said trustee did 
cause a copy of notice to be published once a week for three consecutive weeks before the date of 
sale in the Intennountain Commercial Record, a newspaper having a general circulation in the 
county in which the property is situated, the first date of such publication being August 23, 2002, 
and the last date being September 6,2002; and 
WHEREAS, all applicable statutory provisions of the State of Utah and all of the provisions 
of the trust deed have been complied with as to the acts to be performed and the notices to be given; 
and 
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WHEREAS, the trustee did, at the time and place of sale, sell at public auction, to grantee 
above named, being the highest bidder, the property for the sum of $85,547.16. 
NOW, THEREFORE, trustee, in consideration of the premises recited and of the sum bid 
and paid by grantee, by virtue of his authority under the trust deed, grants and conveys to the 
grantee, without any covenant or warranty, express or implied, effective as of the time of the sale, 
all of the property situated in Salt Lake County, Utah, described as follows: 
Unit 426-C, in Building F, contained within the WILLOWBROOK CONDOMINIUM, a 
Utah Condominium project as identified in the Record of Survey Map recorded June 15, 
1979, as Entry No. 3295322, in Book 79-6, at Page 222 of Plats, (as said Record of Survey 
Map may have been amended and/or supplemented) and as further defined and described in 
the Declaration of Condominium of the WILLOWBROOK CONDOMINIUM, recorded 
June 15,1979, as Entry No. 3295323, in Book 4882, at Page 1232 (as said Declaration may 
have been amended and/or supplemented) in the office of the Recorder of Salt Lake 
County, Utah. 
Together with the appurtenant undivided interest in and to the common areas and facilities 
more particularly described in said Declaration and any amendments and/or supplements 
thereto. 
Together with all the improvements now or hereafter erected on the property, and all easements, appurtenances, and 
fixtures now or hereafter a part of the property. 
DATED: September 17,2002. 
Scott Lundberg, trustee rf~ 
State of Utah 
County of Salt Lake 
) 
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The foregoing trustee's deed was acknowledged before me on Septepffier 
Lundberg, trustee. 
Scott 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
TRICIA MURIE 
3269 South Main. Suit* 100 
San Lake City. Utah 941 is 
Commission expires 
September 2$, 2004 
STATE OF UTAH 
2 
TabC 
<3 COPY 
0 . . vAr,C COUNTY 
3 Y.—^ ^r-irTcLEmT 0, «"! 
Barry N. Johnson (6255) 
Ryan B. Braithwaite (8817) 
Shane L.Keppner (9183) 
BENNETT TUELLER JOHNSON & DEERE 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
3865 South Wasatch Blvd., Suite 300 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84109 
Telephone: (801) 272-5600 
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT OF SALT LAKE COUNTY 
STATE OF UTAH 
$ $ $ $ $ $ $ 
THE WILLOWBROOK HOMEOWNERS 
ASSOCIATION, INC., a Utah corporation, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
DONALD V. GRECO, an individual, and 
JOHN AND JANE DOES 1-10, 
Defendants. 
SATISFACTION OF JUDGMENT 
Case No. 020906654 
Judge Roger A. Livingston 
* * * * * * * 
TO THE COURT AND PARTIES IN INTEREST: 
I hereby certify that the Judgment entered in the above-entitled matter on August 28,2002 
in favor of Plaintiff The Willowbrook Homeowners Association, Inc. has been paid and satisfied 
in full as of November 14,2002. 
DATED this 2 L day of November, 2002. 
BENNETT TUELLER JOHNSON & DEERE 
P~/tSl&Z^^ IA 
tyar/B. Braithwaite 
AttoWey for Plaintiff 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this 2-\ day of November, 2002. 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
KESHA N. MONSEN 
3665 8. Wasatch Blvd., Ste. 300 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84109 
Commission Expires 
January 7, 2005 
STATE OF UTAH 
NOTARY PUBLfC 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the Q\ day of November, 2002,1 served, via U.S. Mail, a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing SATISFACTION OF JUDGMENT to the following: 
Donald V. Greco 
2278 South Brentwood Circle 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84109 
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